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such are issued for protection purposes and if the court order
meets the juris dictional requirements o f Neb raska. And
Section 4 says that st andards fo r Neb raska la w en f orcement
of f i c e r s t o en f o r ce f o r e i g n p r o t e c t i o n or de r s , sp e c i f i ca l l y up o n
a finding t hat probable c ause exists that a valid protection
o rder h as b e en v i o l a t e d , a l a w e n f o r ce m en t o f f i c i a l sh a l l
enforce the order as if it were a Nebraska protection order.
Anyway, that's the terms of LB 628 and it was reported out by
the Judiciary C ommittee. This amendment essentially carries
those ideas but with the minor amendments t hat t he Judiciary
Committee counsel wa s eagle-eyed e nough to cat ch as far as
p ut t i n g i t i n t o Neb r a s ka ' s b i l l d r a f t i ng s t y l e . The o t he r h a l f
o f t h e ame n d men t t ha t I ' m ab ou t t o o f f e r i s t he Un i f o r m
Chi l d - C u s t o d y J u r i sd i c t i on a nd En f o r c e men t Ac t wh i ch , by t h e
way, repeals the Nebraska Child-Custody Jurisdiction Act because
it's supplanted. The old one was written in 1978, we adopted it
in 1979, an d the re's b een a new v e rsion that the State Law
Commissioners have passed. T here are four general situations
under which this provision would apply. They are. . .and t h i s i s
where they' re going to take j urisdiction f or a ch ild - custody
d ispu t e . Th ey ar e : t ha t t h e f o r u m s t a t e i s t h e ho me st a t e o f
the c h i l d ; t h a t th e r e ex i st s a s i gn i f i ca n t c o nn e c t i o n b e t we e n
the forum st ate a nd the parties to a child-custody dispute;
t here e x i s t s a n em e r g e n c y i n t h a t t h e c h i l d i s p r e s en t i n t h e
forum state and the child's welfare is threatened, and the child
is in the forum state and there are no other states that have a
b asi s t o t a ke j u r i sd i c t i o n . Th e wh o l e i d e a he r e i s t o n o t l e t a
chi l d - c u s t ody mat t e r f al l t hr ou g h t h e cr ac k s . A secon d g o a l i s
to make sure th at one and only one state is in control of the
c hi l d - c u s t o d y i ss u e . I f Ne b r a s ka i s n o t t h e h o m e st a t e o f t h e
chi l d , u n d e r Se c t i o n 15 , i t wi l l d e f e r t o t he h om e s t a t e i n
taking jurisdiction over a child-custody dispute­- one a nd on l y
o ne s t a t e . Temp o r a r y em e r g e nc y j u r i s d i c t i on m a y b e g i ve n , b u t
only long enough to secure the safety of a threatened person and
to transfer the proceeding to the home s tate . So there are
emergency circumstances fo r chi ldren that are threatened and
endangered , b ut u l t i ma t e l y we ' re g o i ng t o g e t b a ck t o a ma t r i x
by which we w il l determine one and only one state for uniform
child-custody jurisdiction. There's a provision fo r eme rgency
jurisdiction and there's a provision for continuing exclusive
jurisdiction, as well as the enforcement of existing custody and
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